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THE DEATH OF JAMES FORRESTAL 


On May 22, 1949, James V. Forrestal, former Defence Sec¬ 
retary, fell or was pushed to his death from a 16th story 
window of Bethesda Naval Hospital. The official verdict 
was "suicide" but President Truman came, unwittingly 
perhaps, nearer to the truth when he declared that Forr- 
estal was "a victim of the Cold War." For, like Sen. 
Joseph McCarthy eight years later, Forrestal was hounded 
to a premature death because of his anti-Communist views. 

This brief review of Forrestal's fight, which culminated 
- after intense smear and persecution in death, from 
what was virtually a prisoner's cell, must serve as a 
very unworthy testimonial until the complete story is 
told, revealing Forrestal for what he was: a martyr fight¬ 
ing single handed against treason on an unparalleled 
scale, and dying a hero's death for the America he loved. 

Forrestal had been president of Baruch-influenced Wall 
Street international banking house of Dillon, Read and 
Co., and on the strength of this qualification was appar¬ 
ently deemed safe for important positions in the Roosevelt 
and Truman governments, including that of Defence Secre¬ 
tary. But James V. Forrestal was an honest man, who had 
become increasingly aware of the Zionist-Communist tie- 
up and its friends in the Governments in which he served. 
As long ago as 1944 he had written to a friend: "I find 
that whenever any American suggests that we act in accord¬ 
ance with the needs of our own security he is apt to 
be called a fascist or imperialist, while if Uncle Joe 
suggests that he needs the Baltic Provinces, half of 
Poland, all of Besarabia and access to the Mediterranean, 
all hands agree that he is a fine, frank, candid and 
generally delightful fellow who is very easy to deal 
with because he is so explicit in what he wants." (Life 
Magazine, October 15, 1951). 

Then, in early 1945, as Navy Secretary and a member of 
the inner War Cabinet, Forrestal had laid before Roosevelt 
a plan based largely on psychological warfare for the 
early ending of the war with .Japan without the use of 
the Atom Bomb and without Soviet intervention. 
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Fleet Admiral William D. Leahy confirmed the part played 
by "the scientists and others." On page 441 of Fleet 
Admiral William D. Leahy's I WAS THERE, we quote Admiral 
Leahy's exact words, as follows: "It is my opinion that 
the use of this barbarous weapon at Hiroshima and Nagasaki 
was of no material assistance in our war against Japan. 
The Japanese were already defeated and ready to surrender 
because of the effective sea blockade and the successful 
bombing with conventional weapons. 

"It was my reaction that the scientists and others wanted 
to make this test because of the vast sums that had been 
spent on the project. Truman knew that; and so did the 
other people involved. 'Bomb' is the wrong word to use 
for this new weapon. It is not a bomb. It is not an explo¬ 
sive. It is a poisonous thing that kills people by its 
deadly radioactive reaction, more than by the explosive 
force it develops." (See October, 1958 American Mercury, 
page 35). 

Since Japan had begun to emit peace feelers as early 
as the winter of 1944, Forrestal's brilliant plan had 
excellent chance of success and could even have brought 
about "unconditional surrender" without further bloodshed 
to either side. It would have prevented the terrible 
strain to American honour and the untold bitterness engen¬ 
dered by the Atom Bomb and the virtual handing over of 
China to International Communism as a reward for a phony 
Soviet participation of exactly one week! In an article 
in Look Magazine, dated May 23, 1950, Admiral Ellis M. 
Zacharias, Deputy Director of the Office of United States 
Intelligence in World War II, refers to the consequences 
of the rejection of the Forrestal plan as: developments 
of immense historical significance that are likely to 
affect all of us for the rest of our lives and even the 
lives of succeeding generations. 

The Catholic Mirror (U.S.A.), July, 1950, also commenting 
on the plan's rejection, bluntly asks the question: "Does 
not there remain the real question - the horrible quest¬ 
ion; was there treachery in Washington itself that was 
fully determined to prolong the war until the full harvest 
of the treachery of Yalta could be reaped by Stalin?" 
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It is now known that the U.S. Government actually planned 
that the Soviet Union should occupy Japan, but this dia¬ 
bolical plot was thwarted by General Douglas MacArthur 

flying in and taking over (revealed in a broadcast in 
Chicago on August 2, 1953, by Frank Kirkpatrick). After 

the war, Forrestal tried to discover why his plan had 
been rejected and why, if the A-Bomb had to be dropped 

six months after the Japanese had indicated their desire 
to surrender, the two cities with the largest Christian 

population, but of no real military importance in them¬ 
selves, were chosen as targets. These questions were 
dangerous enough but James Forrestal did not stop there. 
His posthumously published diaries, The Forrestal Diaries, 
published by Viking Press, U.S.A. in 1951, were to throw 
much further light on the international conspiracy. 

His diary entry for December 27, 1945, for instance, 
carries the deadly remark of British Prime Minister Cham¬ 
berlain that tT America and the worl d Jews had forced Eng¬ 
land into the War.* (Forrestal had beerT~toTd this by 
Joseph P. Kennedy, former American Ambassador to Britain). 
In mid-July, 1946, Forrestal recorded that Rear Admiral 
E.W. Stone (American Chief of the Allied Control Commiss¬ 
ion for Italy) had told him that ’’the general opinion 
was that Ben Cohen was the influence on Byrnes 1 staff 
which advocated surrendering everything to Russia. 11 

(Byrnes was Truman’s Secretary of State. Ben Cohen, 
original Roosevelt brainstruster, at a meeting of the 
United Nations Political Committee in Paris in January, 
1952, called for ,f a United Nations legion as the basis 
of an international armed force 1 ’ (London Daily Telegraph, 
January 3, 1952). 

But the bell could be heard tolling for James Forrestal 
when he strongly opposed the Truman Administration’s 
backing for the Zionist aggression on Arab Palestine. 
The powerful Bernard M. Baruch, behind the scenes Dictator 
of the U.S. for over 40 years, warned Forrestal at a 
luncheon on February 3, 1948 ’’not to be active in this 

particular matter ” (i.e. anti-Zionism) as he ’’was already 
identified, to a degree that was not in (his) own inter¬ 
est, with opposition to the United Nations policy on 
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Palestine." (Page 364 of The Forrestal Diaries.) Forrestal 
prophetically warned that the entire Arab-Mosiem world 
of 450 million would be alienated from the U.S.A. as 
a result. The London paper, Labour Israel, dated June 
3, 1949, even recorded Forrestal as having openly com¬ 
plained to the White House that "Jews were endangering 
the security of the United States." 


At once a gigantic smear campaign of extreme viciousness 
was launched against Forrestal, particularly by Walter 
Winchell and Drew Pearson. It was freely suggested that 
he was mentally deranged, and he was in consequence locked 
up in Bethesda Naval Hospital in a room on the 16th floor. 
Page 554 of the Forrestal Diaries indicates that hospital¬ 
ization by psychiatrist, Wm. E. Menninger, was indicated. 
(Louis Johnson brought Dr. Menninger into this case). 
Communists and Left-Wingers throughout the world made 
great propaganda use of the fact that "the American 
Defence Minister had to be locked up because he was seeing 
Communists under the bed and was insane." 

Forrestal's elder brother, Henry Forrestal, visited Beth¬ 
esda Naval Hospital and implored the authorities not 
to leave his brother "cooped up" on the 16th floor. No 
notice was taken of this. He also approached authorities 
in Washington in an unsuccessful effort to secure his 
brother's release. James Forrestal was a lapsed Catholic 
and, on being incarcerated in the Hospital and perhaps 
with some foreboding of what was in store for him, sent 
for his old friend, Monsignor S. Sheehy, of Catholic 
University, Washington. Five times Monsignor Sheehy 
endeavoured to see Forrestal. Each time he was refused 
admittance. 

Meanwhile Henry Forrestal left for Washington on May 
22 in a final effort to secure his brother's release, 
but it was too late. Forrestal was found dead at 2 a.m. 
Sunday, May 22, after a drop from the 16th floor window 
on the same day. 

In connection with The Forrestal Diaries, page 555, Father 
Sheehy said that Forrestal went into a small diet kitchen 
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on the same floor, which he had been encouraged to use, 
and fell to his death from its unguarded window. 

Father Sheehy declared, on Forrestal's death, "Had I 
been allowed to see my friend, Jim Forrestal, receive 

him back in the Church, and put his mind at ease with 

the oldest and most reliable medicine known to mankind, 
he would be alive today. His blood is on the heads of 
those who kept me from seeing him." (American Mercury, 
December, 1950). Forrestal's poignant last words to his 

Wall Street friend Robert Lovett, later Defence Secretary, 
"They're (the Soviet Union) are going to catch us unpre¬ 
pared, Bob." His only concern at the close of his life 

was for his beloved country. The suicide verdict was 
not readily believed, so hospital authorities announced 
that Forrestal had been threatening to take his life 
by throwing himself out the window. 

What powerful interests kept James V. Forrestal on the 
16th floor if there was a possibility of suicide? 
(Reprinted from Common Sense, August l-15th, 1959). 

The reputation of James Forrestal, Secretary of War in 
Truman's administration, was ruined by Drew Pearson and 
Walter Winchell (Lipsitz), the two radio commentators, 
exponents of the Jewish "M.V.D." and of the anti-Defama- 
tion League. They made Forrestal's position impossible 
by stamping him as an "anti-Semite" for opposing U.S. 
foreign policy in the question of Palestine. Forrestal, 
after having publicly announce on one occasion that "these 
Jews will ruin America," was detained in a hospital, 
and later mysteriously met his death one morning by "fall¬ 
ing" from a sixteenth floor window. 

(Reprinted from The World Conquerors) by L. Marshalko. 

An important confirmation of the crucial role of Roosevelt 
and the Jews in pushing Britain into war comes from the 
diary of James V. Forrestal, the first U.S. Secretary 
of Defence. In his entry for 27 December 1945, he wrote: 
Played golf today with (former Ambassador) Joe Kennedy. 
I asked him about his conversations with Roosevelt and 
(British Prime Minister) Neville Chamberlain from 1938 
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on. He said Chamber Lain's position in 1938 was that 
England had nothing with which to fight and that she 
could not risk going to war with Hitler. Kennedy's view: 
That Hitler would have fought Russia without any later 
conflict with England if it had not been for William 
Bullitt's urging on Roosevelt in the summer of 1939 that 
the Germans must be faced down about Poland; neither 
the French nor the British would have made Poland a cause 
of war if it had not been for the constant needling from 
Washington. Bullitt, he said, kept telling Roosevelt 
that the Germans wouldn't fight; Kennedy that they would, 
and that they would overrun Europe. Chamberlain, he says, 
stated that America and the world Jews had forced England 
into the war. In his telephone conversations with Roose¬ 
velt kept telling him to put some iron up Chamberlain's 
backside. 

(Reprinted from "Liberty Bell" February 1986.) 



8 










AMERICA INVEIGLED INTO WAR 


Long before 1917, Jacob Schiff had it all planned to bring 
the United States into the war. When Woodrow Wilson was 
campaigning for re-election as President in 1916, he promised 
the voters that if elected he would keep America out of war in 
Europe, but he had, in fact, secretly given his word to the very 
opposite effect. 

In the United States, as in Britain, Zionists either own the 
mass media directly or control it by indirect means such as 
advertising pressures. Today, they have their fingers in all the 
areas of mass information: newspapers, magazines, radio, 
television, book publishing, the film industry, and other forms 
of popular entertainment. Even in the second decade of this 
century their influence in these fields in America was already 
extremely strong—apart, of course, from television, which had 
then not yet been invented. To get the United States into war, 
it was necessary for them to use all this influence in order to 
build up a hatred of Germany. This they did by portraying the 
Germans at every opportunity as uncivilised monsters. 

In 1915, the armed merchantman Lusitania was torpedoed in 
the Irish Sea by a German U-boat. The Lusitania had been 
registered as an auxiliary cruiser and was carrying arms and 
explosives for the Allied war effort. The German High Command 
had warned by advertisements in American newspapers that the 
Lusitania was serving in this capacity and that, being in conse¬ 
quence a legitimate war target for German vessels, she was an 
unsafe ship for Americans to travel on, so that if the latter did 
travel on the Lusitania they would do so at their own risk. 
Notwithstanding this, the American authorities allowed the 
Lusitania to sail from the United States to Europe, carrying 
American passengers. When she was sunk, American lives were 
lost. Winston Churchill, the First Lord of the Admiralty, had in 
fact withdrawn the two cruisers accompanying the Lusitania 
without informing its captain—giving rise to the suggestion that 
tlie sinking of the ship had been regarded as a desirable event 
(or the effect that it would have on puolic opinion. It was later 
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established that the Lusitania was carrying explosives (see The 
Times of August 6th, 1982). 1 

Upon the sinking of the Lusitania , headlines immediately 
appeared in American papers reporting the event and accompa¬ 
nied by articles and editorials that vehemently denounced the 
supposed “barbarity” and “inhumanity” of submarine war¬ 
fare. 2 The British government’s hopes that the sinking would 

1. [When the wreck was first examined by divers, it was obvious that 
the hull of the Lusitania had been blown open by a terrific internal 
explosion that had been detonated by the first torpedo from the German 
submarine. See Colin Simpson, The Lusitania (New York, 1972), pp. 14 2f. 
of the Ballentine reprint (1974). The fact that the Lusitania was carrying 
a large cargo of munitions was probably known to Lord Mersey, the High 
Commissioner in charge of the official inquiry into the sinking; under 
extreme pressure from the British Government, he rendered a false decision 
and, disgusted with what he privately termed “a damned dirty business,” 
he immediately resigned his office, informing the Prime Minister, “hence¬ 
forth I must be excused from administering His M ajesty’s justice.” -Editor. J 

2. [The lead was taken by the New York limes, which had been purchased 
in 1896 by a wealthy Jew, Adolph S. Ochs, who, with the support of his 
fellow tribesmen, made it into the foremost newspaper in the United 
States, distinguished for both comprehensive and accurate reporting, 
except, of course, in matters that directly affected Jewish interests. The 
American press, on the whole, howled in harmony, although there were 
honorable exceptions in the editorials of some newspapers that were still 
owned and controlled by Americans. The German government had been 
informed by its espionage service that the Lusitiania carried a large cargo 
of high explosives and other munitions of war, but its offical allegations 
after the sinking were cither suppressed or discounted in the press. It was 
not possible, however, to conceal entirely the fact that for a week before 
the Lusitania sailed advertisements, warning Americans of the danger of 
traveling on British ships that were running the German blockade of the 
British Isles, appeared in many of the fifty newspapers to which the 
prepaid advertisements had been sent. There was much agitation about the 
supposed “barbarity” and “mthlcssncss” of torpedoing enemy liners 
without warning. 
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NOTICE! 

TRAVELLERS intending to 
embark on the Atlantic voyage 
are reminded that a state of 
war exists between Germany 
and her allies and Great Britain 
and her allies; that the zone of 
war includes the waters adja¬ 
cent to the British Isles; that, 
in accordance with formal no¬ 
tice given by the Imperial Ger¬ 
man Government, vessels fly¬ 
ing the flag of Great Britain, or 
of any of her allies, are liable to 
destruction in those waters and 
that travellers sailing in the war 
zone on ships of Great Britain 
or her allies do so at their own 
risk. 

IMPERIAL GERMAN EMBASSY 

WASHINGTON. D. C.. APRIL 23 . 1315. 


The text of the advertisement. 
! ; rom Colin Simpson's The Lusitania 










